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ff@&ﬁﬁ Image of ‘What their life could be

termination,
gggg%gugg Minister Khrushcheyv Is
g to look upon West Berlin as a
¢hallenge which he will take up and eagerly
endeavor to surpass. o
B ad, Wesy Berlin’s freedom and resili-
ence gand prosperity are a “bone in his
throat,” an abnormality which he must try
to suffocate. . e
. I'teg] sure the West Berliners are not going
to stand quietly by and have their inalien-
able rights to life, berty, and the pursuit
of happiness suppressed. They will defend
their postwar democracy with everything
they own including their bare hands, .
- 'To {ravel by air to Berlin at night is an
exclting experience, For 110 miles you have
© been flying over East German Communist
territory and in every direction there is
almost unrelieved. darkness, occasionally a
Ione fiicker of light to suggest a sleeping
alty—a kind of mental darkness as well as
vislble, e . T
~And then you come upon West Berlin as
‘though a massive ralnbow had burst through

the clouds, & flashing, animate, multicolored

City spread out below you as though proud
1o be alive and proud to be seen. .
~*¥ou can theorize all you want to about
how West Berlin—a divided city in a divided
country, a city surrounded by a regime con-
trolled by Moscow-—cannot last, You can
look at the facts and say that this city
aan't exist, can't survive, can’t sustain
itself. | L ) . -
~You, can believe that West Berlin can sur-
mount _the latest Soviet-ipspired crisis, but
‘can 1t gurvive the pext? Or the next? And
you can logically conclude that West Ber-
lnwusp_fis not tenable., ) e
“West, Berlin has never_ been logically ten-
able but West Berliners have made West
Berlin a great, a vibrant clty of freedom,
end mede 1t tenable against all logic.
-+ Bbime suggest that West Berlin 1s a dying
eity. It isn’t. Because of the high per-
- centage of elderly people in the city’s total
" population, its population decreased 18,000
last year. Deaths still exceed hirths. Bug
the Dbirth rate is steadily going up. It
-- mouited from 7.9 to 9.5 in the last 4 years.
Thls measures the confidence of West Berlin
youth in thelr future, .
~Jf there 1§ one thing which the Western
Powers, must preserve it is the freedom of
the 2,250,000 West Berliners who are using
that freedom so magnificentl

HUMPHREY LaUDS WEST BERLIN AS “WHITE
-+ LIGHT OoF FREEDOM” IN COMMUNIST DARK-
NESS, N » s g R
B \ﬁenat{_qr HusepT H, HUMPHREY, Democrat
of 'Mi%e&ot@, told & gathering of the Minne-
sota. Volkfest Assoglation in Minpeapolls
Sundey that K
. séhtment of the fach of West Berlin’s inde-~
‘pehdence stems from his fear that the white
Hght of freedom streaming into the sur-
roundin :
Berlin will keep all of Eastern Europe in a
conjstant agitation for something better
than the Communist can give them.”
.. The Minnesotan, a_member_of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, told the group
that, he expected “remewed pressure on the
United

0 geb out of West Berlin, |
) hf«e rong nerves and firm
e, he sald, “the kind which the West
%h.eg_lgel_zgs .and . their gallant
rands, have
ears.”

HUM,EHRE! commented, “What he. really
~means ls that West Berlin is g dazzling light
-that gets in the Russlan eye. He doesn’t

55 West Betlin {x a olty of

Khrushehev's ‘passlonate re-.
~under the strain,

Communist darkness from. West_

States and our allies” from the Com-.

en displaying.

achey. hoa compiained that West.
.8 _bone in his throat,” Senator

ais
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like 1t, and I don’t blame him: West Berlin
as an Island of freedom and prosperity 1s a
Ppsychological threat to the whole edifice of
Communist power in Eastern Europe.

“I must confess that I am worried, how-
ever, about what plans our Government may
have for dealing with any new crisis on West
Berlin that Khrushchev may bring about at
any time.” .

“After more than 18 months since I was-in
Berlin with Willy Brandt at the time of the
last .great Berlin crists, I am not convinced
that our Government has made any con-
crete, workable plan for dealing with the
next crisis—just as there were not workable
plans for dealing with the U-2 incident and
the summit collapse.

 “Indeed, in those 18 months, Communist
military power as compared with our own
has been strengthened, and Khrushchev’s
arrogance and threats have increased pro-
portionately. o

“We cannot permit ourselves to stumble
and falter if we are agaln faced with the next
naked threat to the Western position in
Berlin. We must not only have definite
rlans to deal with the crisls, but we must
be sure that the Soviet dictatorship under-
stands very clearly that the United States
and our allies will take firma and deflnite
steps to protect the freedom-loving West
Berliners. .

“There must not be another humiliating
disaster to the West like that which we have
just experienced.”

Senator HUMPHREY recalled his visit with
Mayor Brandt of West Berlin in November
of 1958, when the Minnesotan flew directly
to Berlin to assure the West Berliners that
the American people backed them to the hilt
in the face of the Khrushchev ultimatum.

“I remember as if it were yesterday how
warmly Mayor Brandt welcomed me and
with what pride he showed me his half of
the city-——from 1its bustling shops and
Iactories to its modern housing for workers.
He told me how all this had been raised
from rubble—rubble so tremendous that it
has heen piled into landscaped and terraced
hills and made into public parks.

“In long and frank talks as we drove about
the city, he shared with me the grave prob-
lems in meaintaining this little istand of
freedom In a totalitarian sea. At the heart
of the city, by the famous Brandenburg
Gate, we stood together on the very frontier
hetween. freedom and slavery.

“IL was deeply moved as he told me of the
hardships of the first Berlin blockade, and
expressed the gratitude of his people for the
.&Lﬁed elrlift which kept the city alive.
The people of Berlin have put up a beautiful
memorial directly in front of Templehof
Alrport to the 38 filyers who lost their lves
in the course of the alrlift, and I was privi-
leged to lay a wreath before it.

“I spoke to many Berliners, and asked
them how thelr nerves were standing up
They told me: ‘Don't
wqrry about our nerves, and we won't worry

_ahout yours.” ”

- “That is the spirit that characterizes the
brave people of West Berlin,” Senator
HuMPHREY concluded. “To abandon them
to the tyranny of the Communists would not
only be morally evil, but it could be the
first step in the erosion of American freedom
itself.” .

“The Communlst tiger would not be ap-
peased by feeding him the bone of West
Berlin—his appetite would only be sharpened
for bigger game.”

TEXT OF REMARKS OF SENATOR HUBERT H,

HumenRey, Raplo  StarioN WISN, M-

- 'WAUKEE, Wi1s., MARCH 6, 1060 L

Tt is only 10 weeks until the opening of
the summit conference at Geneva. It 1s 16
months since Khrushchev launched his ulti-
matum against the freedom-loving clty of
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Berlin, and he is losing no opportunity to
show his impatience. He very badly wants to
push the West—and freedom—out of Berlin,

Even during his junket to Indonesia, he
took time to threaten Berlin again. He de-
manded that the Western Powers sign peace
treaties with both Germanies—West Ger-
many and East Germany.” If they did not,
he threatened to sign his own treaty with
East Germany, and to snuff out the legal
rights of the occupying powers in Berlin.

“West Berlin,” he said ominously, “is on
the territory of East Germany.”

The 1958 ultimatum has already ylelded
big dividends to Khrushchev—two Foreign
Ministers’ conferences, his visit to America,
and an invitation to a series of summit
meetings. But the appetite grows with eat-
ing, and he wants more and more and more.

At his press conference last month, Secre~
tary of State Herter acknowledged that the
tough Soviet talk on Berlin has him worried.
With a frankness so far unlque among ad-
ministration leaders, he attributed it to the
edge the Soviet Union now holds over the
United States in intercontinental missiles—
the so-called missile gap.

This ralses a very grave question—what
have we done with the 16 months since
Khrushchev launched his warning?

One thing we certainly cannot complain
of—the attitude of the free people of West
Berlin. Under the leadership of their gal-
lant mayor, Willy Brandt—a man whom I
am proud to number among my close
friends—they have remalned steadfast in
the face of a long series of veiled and naked
threats.

I was in Europe in 1958 when the Khru-
shchev ultimatum was dellvered, and I went
direct to Berlin to assure its mayor and peo-
ple that the American people backed them
to the hilt.

I remember as if it were yesterday how
warmly Mayor Brandt welcomed me and with
what pride he showed me his half of the
clty—from its bustling shops and factories
to its modern housing for workers. ¥He told
me how all this had been raised from rub-
ble—rubble so tremendous that it has been
piled into landscaped and terraced hills and
made into public parks.

In Iong and frank talks as we drove about
the city, he shared with me the grave prob-
lemis in malntaining this little island of free-
dom in a totalitarian sea. At the heart of
the clty, by the famous Bandenburg Gate,
we stood together on the very frontier be-
tween freedom and slavery.

I was deeply moved as he told me of the
hardships of the first Berlin blockade, and
expressed the gratitude of his people for the
allied airlift which kept the city alive. The
people of Berlin have put up a beautiful me-
morial in front of Tempelho! Airport to the
38 flyers who lost their lives in the course of
the airlift, and I was privilege to lay a
wreath before it.

I spoke to many Berliners, and asked them
how their nerves were standing up under
the strain. They told me: “Don’t worry
about our nerves, and we won't worry about
yours.”

I don’t worry about our nerves—but I do
worry about the yawning gaps in our
readiness to meet a crisis which may burst
upon us in 10 weeks time-—or even sooner,

I am concerned, as many well-informed ob-
servers are, about the space gap and the
missile gap.

Soviet sputniks and lunlks are blazing out
into space with a magnitude of thrust which,
even now—2 years after the first sputhik—
we are unable to match,

I am alarmed by the prospect that, within
the next 2 or 3 years, the Russians may have
& 3-to-1 advantage over us in missiles—but
I am even more alarmed that the admine
istration reacts to this appalling prospect as
if 1t were nothing more than the Russian
victory in the winter Olympiecs.

ity
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. .It ls the complacency gap which troubles
sme even more than the milssile gap.

When I was Ini college, We weré taught in
elementary psychology that
rise to @ response. This administration,
however, has répealéd the Pbasic laws of
humeah behavior, Thére is plenity of stimu-

- lus, but tragicaily Mttle Yesponse.” = = -
" We have been Warhied—agaln and agaln

and agaln. But all this administration does

is to administer us another tranquilizing

i,

There is another gaping gap that bothers
€—what I call the testimony gap, the gap
én what we are told and what we
Tortably suspect to be the painful

Crutne o

* 7 Recently we were told, in an official manual ,
" 4hat shall remigin nameless—and, in fact,|
. urisanctified—that the "idea’ of Americans
" Having a right to Kiiow What's golng on 15,
. snd I quote, “Another £oolish remark often
LReard” o eros e
‘. CThe mantual has been shot down, but the
. malady lingers on. Only & few days ago the
*; President blasted two of our most respon-

"2 .sible. newspapers—ifie New York Times and
st the Wfashingtbn'Post’—fbf printing perfectly

acctrate Teports of the testimony ‘of former
.Defense Secretary Hobert A. Tovett—a . Re-

- “publican, by the way.

¥ for one shall keep repeating this so-
jéa]led,foqiish'réi‘rxar’li until someone up there
" hears and heeds—and “Tets "the American
psople know what'sgolngon. " °

" Who dre we fooling, anyway? Maybe our
*. own’ people—but net, by Secretary Herber’s
‘. _pdmission, the Soviets. -

*7 fThen there s a third thréatening gap—

. the ‘moral gap,’ the ‘gap “between what we

h and what we practice.

:tAlmost 6 years have passed since the Su-
preme Court’s decision olitlawing segregated
: “pgnools. - Yet the administration and Con-
press still shirk thelr share of responsibility
or enforcing that decision. .

We haven’t even Hedrd from the White
-© Hpise what we have every right to expect—
“#'clear and unequivoedl affirmation ‘of the
moral rightness of that historic decision.
e talk of our afffuent soclety—and yet we
¢ over 20 million of ‘our people lariguish-
ing in poverty: the aged, ‘the sick, and those
inarooned in the depressed areas which pock-
mark our counityy. © -, o
" ghrustichev dossh’t need & “seeing eye”
¢ - gatellite to spy out out ‘Weaknéises. As he
.+ B8es 1t, ours 1s & dyfng systeni—-atid his hands
gre ltching for. the spade s6 that he can

| #ibury’’ us—to gquote his own blunt word.
“Uérhere isn't any quizmaster Who can slip
W, Under the table, the answers to the grave
guestions which lang ovér us. There isn't
“any payola that will insure our prestige in.
“ghe wotld, unless we earn it by deeds as well
85 Words. T i
+T have madé a pretty careful study of
‘Bovlet strategy, and I know this, There s
no day-to-day fumbling in Their policy, as
.there tog often is in oufs. ~They think in
terms of years and of decadés.” "They weigh
guture trends as well as present facts.
-+ +They Will have one ¥ind of policy if they
“4hink America ls rising In the world. They
will have another, and much mofe unpleas-
"ant one, it they see we are sinking. -
"~ iThey will be watching what we do, listen-
‘ing to what we say,”In the coming weeks.
“They will form thelr own shrewd judgment
“about whether we Will continue sleepwalking
dnte the 1imbo ¢f second-class powets oF
whether we will, at lohg last, Wake up and
.- rally our greal enetplel and capabilities for
- the crisis that lies ahead. T
:HE s good that we have all—Democrat:
Republicans 'alike—united to say we will
‘ gtand firm on Berlln, But we must do more
. than say the Flght words—ifiu¢h mofe. We
list move 1o ¢lose the gaps that cloud with
@oubt the firmness of our.purpése. = """

e préi

‘mitist m

a stimulus gives -

| Approved Forgslﬁ%sl&zsos(igg?ﬂ? R%&nggmqggom 100826

T have ‘fust heard that Mayor Brandt has
canceled plans to visit America and put the
case of hls beleaguered city before us—be-
cause of the renewed gravity of the situation
there.

e wants to be on the Job 24 hours a day,
40 meet and to cope with whatever may
some. ‘T would to God that our own Govern-
ment had been on the Job 24 hours & 4ay
for all these wasted 7 years. |

For myself, I shall continue to blow the
‘pugle, sound the warning, seek to awaken the
American people to the peril in which they
stand. Given the full facts and alert, on-
the-job leadership, we ghall, I am utteriy
confident, surmount this coming crisis.

\
evtoration of Freedom to Captive
Nations

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ROY W. WIER

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 9, 1960

Mr. WIER. ' Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the REcorp, I
am proud to insert the report submitted
recently by Alexander Melnychenko,
president of the executive committee of
the Ukrainian National Council, local
branch, Minnesota, regarding the resto-
ration of freedom to captive nations,

I have many fine and loyal Americans
of Ukrainian descent in the Third Con-
gressional District of Minnesota, and this
report of Mr. Melnychenko embodies

“their hopes and prayers that the leaders
of our great Nation will never cease their
efforts to bring peace and freedom—
America’s priceless heritage—to those
behind the Iron Curtain: :

RESTORATION OF FREEDOM TO CAPTIVE NATIONS

(Report sent by the Ukrainian National
Council, local executive committee, Min-
neapolis, Minn., to the following members
of the U.S. Government on June 7, 1960: The
President of the United States of America,
Dwight D. Eisenhower; the Vice President of
the United States of Amerlesa, Richard
Nixon; the Secretary of the Department of
State, Christian A. Herter; the U.S. Repre-
sentative to the United Nations, Henry Cabot
Lodge; the Congress of the United States of
America, Washington, D.C.; the U.S. Senate,
. Washington, D.C.; the Ukrainian National
Council-Ukrainian Government office in exile
in Munich, West Germany; the President of
the Ukrainian National Democratic Republic
in exile, Dr. Stephan Wytwytcky; and the
Ukrainian Democratic News Agencies-Press
in United States and Europe.)

The members of the Ukrainlan National
Council, local executive committee, of the
State of Minnesota takes the Iiberty of ask-
ing you to bring the following to the notice
-of the Representative to the United Nations
and representative in the Security Council,
Hon. Henry Cabot Lodge.

Our people, who make up about 45 million
of the population of the Soviet Union, have
peen conquered and incorporated in the
imperialistic Russian empire at wvarious times,
. In the course of the 1917 revolution
Ukrains was separated from Russia and
formed its own republic, whose independence
was recognized de facto by many govern-
ments, while a number of powers, including
the Soviet Union, recognized them de jure.
~In spite of thils, the Soviet imperialistic

- o e
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governmeht had scarcely seized the territory.
of Russia proper during the civil war when
it treacterously turned its weapon. against
our country and many others, conquered
them one after the other. '

The lezitimately elected democratic parlia-
ments and governments of our democratic
nstional republic were liquidated. The depu-
ties to the parliaments and the ministers
were executed or deported. The same cruel
fate befell the men of science and the na-
tional Intelligentsia, as well as wide circles
of the population of the republics conguered
by the unhuman and despotic Soviet Govern-
ment, )

Religion was proclaimed “an opiate of the
people” and was profaned. Churches,
mosgques, Buddist temples, and Jewish syna-
gogues were destroyed or turned into clubs,
warehouses, or places of entertainment while
priests of all denominations were either killed
or depotted to slave labor camps in Siberia.

. - All the conquered republics were subor-

dinated-to the central organs in Moscow and
Sovietized. Millions of innocent peasants
and workers of our country perished owing
to Red terror during compulsory collectiviza-
tton, during the famine which was artificially
created by the Soviet Government, under the
butcher Khrushchev, and during all kinds of
purges, vesettlements, and deportations,

_which are still continuing. The numbers

of all prisoners in- the concentration camps
18 heyond all calculation.

The dictatorship, which s ecarried out
officially by the Communist Party, but in
actual fact by only a few members of the
Presidium of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Unjon, con-
tinues vndeviatingly its work of destruction, -
whose cbjective it is to spread communism
and to selze power throughout the world.

Democracy, personal and national ims-
munity, freedom of religion and of the press
are not recognized in the Soviet despotic
empire. Parliaments as the-supreme legisla-
tive organ does not exist. Only in 1944 in
some of these republics and autonomous ter-
ritories more than 3 million people were
wiped out with a stroke of the pen.

These crimes of the Soviet Government
were at long last admitted by Khrushchev
in his speech at the closed session of the
20th Congress of the Communist Party in
Moscow on February 24 and 25, 1956. And
yet Sovlet despot Ehrushchev was not
ashamed to assert in the same speech that
“the U.S.S.R. is considered a model multi-
national state, because we have insured in
practice the equallty and friendship of all
the people who live in our great homeland.”

Problems of such vital importance as the
liquidation of a series of republics and peo-
ples are not discussed. by the Supreme Soviet,
which !s only a pretense of a parllament in
the U.8.8.R. but by the Presidium of the Cen=
tral Committee of the Communist Party.

Was the question of the genocide and the
liquidation of the republics and territories
discussed by the Supreme Soviet or by one
of its two chambers? How did they defend
the national peculiarities of the peoples, and
how did the remaining deputies to the Su-
preme Soviet react to this crime? And
finally, how did Soviet justice react to this
heinous crime?

The answer is: There is no justice in Com-
munist state.

We request the suthority of the U.S. Gov~
ernment and our American representative to
the United Natlons and all the representa-
tives of the demoeratic nations to the United
Nation: to ask the Soviet representatives
what they have done, as members of the
Soviet Government, to prevent the above-
menticned crimes, what they have done to
have the millions of deported and imprisoned
people returned to their native goil?

We zll know that there will be no answer
from Soviet butchers.

v




4 We. bestily to the fact that there is no
- pafliament in the U.3.8.R. There are no
~Iree elections; freely elected nor a freely act-
ing parliaments,_ being conmipletely at the
+ . cbeck and call of the.so-called collective
i " “lgadership. The deputies to the Supreme

-« ‘Sovief, are not frecly elected representatives -

of tg.e peoples of the U.S.S.R., they are in-
dividuals nominated by the Presidium of
:the Uentral Compmittee of the Communist
Party. B P S

N De%xivgd Of 10 chabee to realize their
legitimate rights and their will, our peoples
- are ¢ohipelled to resort to the only means at
“their disposal; that is, to revols againt So~
. viet. despotism, which is_evidenced. by fre-
quent uprising; in the Ukraine, in the Cos-
shck territory, in_the Caucasus, Turkestan,

- and in the Byelorussia. These uprisings,
‘howeyer, are fiergely suppressed by Soviet

‘llitary might and even polson gas.
-+ ~We,Jake the liberty of drawing the atten-
ton of the people of the United States, of
. the bers. of the U.S, Government, of the
~Yeprésentatives of the democratic nations to
the Unifed Nations and_its.governments, to

“the fact that all confact with the Comrmu-
Hlst  pseudoparliaments _strengthens the
Eremlin dictators, who clalm_to the people
throughout the world that they are the

“champlons of all enslayed. peoples and that

. they are against colonial oppression, while

- they themselves are sublecting our peoples
t0 unprécedented . oppression, terror, and
eradication.

fraudulent . slogan of “cosxistence,

which 5 being advanced by Moscow, 1s com-
pletely unfounded_in the presence of a total-
. Lterian U.5.8.R., which fact.is. testifled to by
‘edbstant opposifion of our. peoples and our
c@uﬁ%}ﬁs, and ountries of the so-called
people’s democracies. . Dxiven_to. despalr by
:the Moscow dictatorship’s cruelty, they are
forced to demand thelr freedom insistently,
& Tagl which. is elogquently manifested by
recent events In. south . Giermany, Poland,
Hungary, and gther countries beyond the
Arop CUELAID, L e v e v
.k M5 all_bewere of Communist slavery.
: all stond firm snd. pited against

st . movement. to® enslave the

18, all _have i minds about the “Res-
plon, of Freedoms to Captive Nations.”
N , American citizens of Ukrainian descents
of the 5

L the Siate of Minnesota, and as members of
the Ukrainian Natlonal , Councll, local

branch, of State f Minnesota, hope and
prey that the members of the Government
of the United States. and the representa-

tives of all demoeratic nations to the United

Natlons will strongly support our aspira-
tlons, ) e
i Respectfully yours, ]

~ALEXANDER MELNYCHENKO,
.o President of the Council

Fo
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TENSION OF REMARKS | , .

cowsty .
NATE. OF, THE, UNITED, STATES,

- 1. Thursday, June 9, 1960
WILEY, . My, President, across the
UnLry, constructive efforts are under-
- Way Ry State conservation departments,

- A w@immggnseryaﬁm—minded indi-
Quals and groups, to preserve, conserve
"Yahd, if possible, expand our fish and
*other wildlife resources. ‘
(~IWiscopsin, particularly, has carried
forward, realistic, well-designed, expan-

“slve programs in this field
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We recognize, of course, that . tradi-
tionally, States have been hard pressed
to find funds to carry forward such
much-needed conservation programs.
Nevertheless, the States have zealously—
and rightly, I believe—guarded against
unnecessary encroachment by the Fed-
eral Government.

Currently, there is pending before the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries Com-
mittee in the House of Representatives,
‘a bill, HR. 11410, which, among other
things, would authorize the issuance of
a Federal fishing stamp.

The purchase of such a stamp—ap-
bended to a resident license—would per-
mit fishing in national park areas else-
where in the country.

In addition, the provision would au-
thorize two or more States to form a
compact, under the following provisions:

First. Agree to recognize Federal-
State fishing licenses and stamps.

Second. Agree on a uniform fee.

Third. Agree on an “equitable” for-
mula for the allocation to the States
which are parties to the compact of
amounts from the sale of Federal‘-S_tate
fishing stamps.

Fourth. Agree not to subject the hold-
“er of a Federal-State fishing stamp to
any requirement not applicable to the
holder of a resident sports fishing license.

The measure would further provide
for a compact between 10 or more States,
in conjunction with the Secretary of
Interior, for entering into agreements
cn recognition of fishing privileges.

. Among other things, the compact would
provide:.

First. The proceeds would be paid into

.-a special fund of the U.S. Treasury.

Second. After payment of all over=
head, the Secretary of the Interior would

prorate funds back to the parties of the

compact.

Third. Not to exceed 10 percent of the
moneys placed in the fund would be
available to the Secretary of the In-
terior in any one year to promote fishing
in national parks.

Fourth. The holder of a resident sports
fishing license with a Federal fishing
stamp attached could legally fish in all
national parks, and, if his or her State
were a party to the compact, in all waters
of Statesin the eompact.

. ecently, I received a message from
‘Lester P, Voigt, conseravtion director of

““the State of Wisconsin, expressing strong

opposition to the objectives of H.R. 11410,

v "T'o give my colleagues the benefit of the
" points outlined in Mr. Voigt’s letter, I ask

-unanimous consent to have the letter

- printed in the Appendix of the REcorb.

There being no objection, the letter was

~“ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as

follows:
. - -STATE OF WISCONSIN,
CONSERVATION DEPARTMENT,
’ " """ Madison, May 20, 1960.

Hon, ALEXANDER WILEY, - :

U. 8. Senator, -

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C. .

DEAR SENATOR WILEY: Bill H.R. 11410 which,
1s to be cited as the Federal Fishing Stamp
Act has come to our attention.

Under title I of the bill, the Secretary of
the Interior i1s authorized to issue a Federal
fishing stamp, the net proceeds of which,

.. after d Qf_expenses by the Postmas-

i
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ter General, would go into the Federal fishirg
stamp fund and would be made available for
Use by the Secretary of the Interior in pro-
moting fishing within the national parks.
The Federal fishing stamp would have to be
purchased and attached to the resident fish-~
ing license within 10 days after the purchase
of the latter. The holder would then be
entitled to fish in any national park without
payment of any additional fee.

Title IT of the bill gives the consent of
Congress to the States to enter into com-
pacts for the purpose of establishing ard
providing uniform nonresident fishing 1i-
censes. The Secretary of the Interior would
issue a Federal-State fishing stamp to be
sold at a uniform fee and attached to the
resident fishing license issued by the State
of residence of the holder. The holder would
then be permitted to fish in any member
State to the compact, and also to fish in any
national park without the bayment of any
further fee. Not more than 10 bercent of
the revenue would be made avallable to the
Secretary of the Interior for promotion of
fishing in the national pbarks. The net pro-
ceeds from the sale of the Federal-State fish-
Ing stamps would be allocated to the mem-
ber States on the basis of a formula agreed
upon by the States in the compact.

The State of Wisconsin has consistently
taken the position that broposals such as
this are an encroachment on the rights of

.8everal States in that the legal title to, and

the custody and protection of all wild ani-
mals, including fish within the State, is
vested in the State for the Purpose of regu-
lating the enjoyment, use, disposition, and
conservation thereof, and that the Federal
Government has no authority to impose a
system of fishing license fees or charges for
the privilege of fishing in the public waters
of the respective States. Further, this meas-
ure is a dangerous and unprecedented inva-
slon of the traditional revenue source of the
State in the management of its native fish
populations.

The States may presently enter into com®
bacts subject only to the approval of the
Congress to the compeact and this measure
Is not required to achieve Interstate license
reciprocity. ‘The proposal would without
question prove most costly to the State of
Wisconsin from the standpoint of reduced
revenues since we are the favored vacation
State in the Gréat Lakes reglon by reason
of our location, climate, scenery, and water
attractions and the natural result of a
reciprocity arrangement such as this would
be that residents of other States would be
allowed to enjoy Wisconsin’s fishing advan-
tages whereas residents of Wisconsin could
not expect to avail themselves of similar ad-
vantages in other States where comparable
fishing opportunities do not exist.

The State of Wisconsin has for a number
of years sold more nonresident fishing 1i-
censes annualy than any other State In the
Union. Our State is favored with a multi-
tude of lakes and streams that provide good
fishing and the management of our fishery
resource for sport fishing is nationally recog-
nized as being outstanding., A large part
from the revenues obtained as & result of the
sale of such nonresident fishing licenses is
necessary to maintain our fish management
and law enforcement programs. -

. We Dbelleve .that H.R. 11410 should be
vigorously opposed and toward that end, we
urge that your office express the oposition
of the State of Wisconsin. We feel very
strongly that enactment of this bill would
serlously affect our income and cause us to
reduce our programs materially. As you
may know we recently found it necessary to
adopt an austerity program because of in-
creased costs and. a drop in income. Fur-
ther reduction in our program would really
Spell disaster, .
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“t, that you have a possibility of a conflict
of interest. I think the Government has
arrived at a very difficult position.

Maybe those people who are hired as those
consultants can be abjective, but I doubt it.
‘We are turning over the spending of $40
pillion to a very small and select group of
people. And I think while they may be
excellent in science, they are subject to the
same type of prejudices that other people
are subject to. And they hand these con-
tracts out to their friends. Now, that is just
all there is to 1t.

1 had an interesting opportunity to talk
with a man who was one of the first em-
ployees ol a firm that dealt exclusively for
a long period of time with the Government,
and he told me the one thing he never un-
derstood about that firm was the consultants
that they had. They would bring topflight
scientists into the business. It was in a
very pleasant area of the country, They
would spend long vacations there and he
said, "As far as I know, they never did any-
thing.”” They really didn’t do any work,
but they were paid astronomical fees. The
Government paid them, of course.

Then these consultants went back into the
Government and set up a set of gpecifica~
tions, really, that only a few people could
meet, only a small part of industry. Now I
think this presents a real problem. I think
the power of government purchasing today
is one of the biggest factors that this econ-
omy has to deal with, and I think it is being

more and more restricted to only a few -

concerns in a few areas of the country.

1 think one of the problems with it 1s this

consultant business in the Government. I

- 4hink this is one of the questions that the
Government has to answer, and I think it
is a real tough question.

Mr. HoLresern. It poses the problem of re-
quiring consultants who slt on one side of
the table to restrict their consultative clients
to the Government, for instance, if they are
working for the Government.

Mrs. GRIFFITHS. T agree.

Mr. HoLIFIELD, And a general consultant, as

.Mrs. GRIFFITHS points out, who Is pald a fee
of $10,000 as a consultant’s Tee for electronics
company X one day, who has a new device,

and 3 weeks later he is called into the De-
fense Department on a $50-a-day basis, $56-
a-day basis, to advise them on what kind of
electronics for a certain purpose they should
purchase.

. Mrs. GripFrTHS. That s right.

Mr. HoLrFierp, He is in & perfect position

_t9.let us _say, justify the $10,000 fee which
he was paid the previous week or so. Cos
_Mrs. GrrFFrras. I mean he could be above

reproach and yet he is human. He thinks in
—4erms of what equipment did that particular
concern have and what kind of manage-
ment did they have. They are his friends. 1
think you have to arrlve at the place where
you conslder this a confliict of interest.

» . »* * L]
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“Wirs. Grirrriss. May I ask you, if the De-
fense Department required every bidder to
supply the names and the salary pald to
all consultative experts over a period of &
year or I years preceding the bid and re-
gquired every consultant they employed to
1ist their employers for the last year, do you
think that would help some in determining
whether shere has been a conflict of interest
or not?

Mr. STEMPLER. I really don’t think so, Mrs.
GrirriTds, for this reason: When we pick a
consultant, by “we” I mean when the person
or people concerned declde they want Jones
ta help them on thig matter, I assume they
know Jones—what work he does, who he
doss work for, and I hope if Jones is an
automotive engineer, a consultant to Gen-
eral Motors, they don’t get Jones as a con-
sultant to draw up specifications for pro-
curement of a new truck. I hope they take
this into account in what they are doing.

What you mentioned before could con-
ceivably take place, but I would hope In
prudent administration you would be rea-
sonable in your selection of consultants,
where, us a caplive consultant, why, you
would not use him in the situation where
the results of the work they are doing, even
though advisory, could come to pass to the
benefit of the companies he consulted with
on Moncay, Tuesday, and Wednesday.

Mrs. GrrFriTHS. I think it would relleve
the minds of a lot of people, though, if they
could ses this in writing, see who these con-
sultants have been. I think it would be
helpful, myself.

T am happy to say that there is some
concern over this problem in the scien-
gific world and in a late May issue of
Science, the publication of the American
Association for the Advancement of
Science, there is the following report:
SCIENCE IN THE NEWS—SCIENTISTS TN Gov-

ERNMBENT-—GROWING CONCERN OVER CON-

FLICTS OF INTEREST

There is considerable and growing con-
cern over the position of sclentlsts with re-
gard ta the conflict-of-interest laws. The
subject is talked of 8 good deal in private
but only rarely in publie, & situation which
refiects the dellcacy with which it is felt this
potentlally explosive issue must be handled.

The relevant laws are a group of seven
poorly defined, vaguely interpreted statutes
which, in their broadest interpretation, pro-
hibit snyone working for the Government
from having a financlal interest in any
group having dealings with the Government,
They tend to put almost anyone working
for the Governiment on less than & career
civil service basis in an extremely awkward
position. The situation is difficult for ad-
ministrative and legal personnel, often pre-
venting the Government from obtaining the
services of an outstanding man because of
the unreasonable financlal sacrifices he
would have to make in order to protect
himself from & possible accusation of vio-
lating the law. But nowhere 1s the situation
more touchy than in the case of scientific
personnel.

The Government today relies on an intri~
cate web of comsultancies, contracts, and
part-time and temporary employees to pro-
vide itself with the scientific and technical
assistance it must have. It underwrites
more than half the scientific research done
in this country. Tt “employs” in same
fashioa a very large fraction of the leading

‘sclentists in the country, and a question of

conflict of interest could be ralsed In al-
most every case. The institution or corpora-
tlon with which the sclentist is associated
very probably is recelving a share of the
more than 85 billion the Government spends
annually on scientific work. Quite often it




